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SOUTH  CAROLINA  HIGHLIGHTS 
|j|  The  story  of  agriculture  today  in  South  Carolina  and  in  the  rest  of  the  Nation 

is  the  story  of  an  inrproved  agriculture.    Here  are  the  highlights  of  progress  under 
,|^the  National  Farm  Program  in  South  Carolina  during  the  7  years  since  it  v;as  started: 

INCOME;     Farmers  Make  More  Money — 1939  cash  income  up  1U5  percent  from  1932; 
'buying  power  225  percent  1932;  farm  real  estate  values  in  19^0  up       percent  from 

■^933;  $61,317*056  loaned  hy  Farm  Credit  Administration  agencies  from  1933  "to  1939; 

debts  of  low  income  farmers  reduced  $U62,027  under  Farm  Security  Adm.ini  strati  on  debt 

adjustment  service;  2^,665,000  pounds  of  surplus  foodstuffs  distributed  to  needy  in 

last  fiscal  year. 

CONSERVATION;     Farmers  Are  Conserving  Their  Soil — l66,000  South  Carolina  farmers 
)articipated  in  the  193^  AAA  program,  representing  ahout  92  percent  of  the  State's 
sropland;  8^5 » 55^  acres  covered  "by  5-yGar  agreements  v/ith  the  Soil  Conservation  Serv- 
ice in  1939;  3»075»350  trees  distributed  for  planting  during  1939 • 

SECURITY;     Farmers  Are  More  Secure  In  Their  Homes — 15,8:10  farm  families  re- 
ceived rural  rehabilitation  loans  totaling  more  than  $g, 583, 000  from  I935  to  I9UO; 
$819,715  made  in  grants  in  the  same  period;  363  tenant  families  started  toward  ovmer- 
ship  by  loans  for  farm  purchases;  3,^19  miles  of  rural  electric  lines  to  serve  13,^2^+ 
farm  families  made  possible  by  allotments  of  Rural  Electrification  Administration  — 
18,766  more        getting  central  station  electric  service  in  1939  than  in  1935« 

DEMOCRACY;     Farmers  Kelp  Ruji  The  Programs-^^6  county  AAA  offices  with  2,220 

county  and  community  comnittccmcn  administer  the  AAA  program  locally;  county 

committees  and  U6  tenant  purchase  committees  working  on  program  of  Farm  Security 

Administration;  5I  local  National  Farm  Loan  associations  and  23  production  credit 
associations  in  operation;  9  county  land-use  planning  connitteos  formed. 
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PART  ONE:     PAEM  INCOME 

South  Carolina  farmers  in  I939  had  1U5  percent  more  cash  income  than  they  had 
in  1932*    Earm  cash  income  in  South  Carolina  was  $115,121,000  in  1939 .  G-overnment 
payments  accounted  for  $17,^02,0CD  of  this  amount  directly.    The  I939  cash  income  was 
13  percent  less  than  in  1929»  when  cash  income  was  $132,000,000.     Cash  income 
in  1932  was  $^+7, 000, 000, 

Substantial  gains  in  cash  income  from.  1932  to  1939  "by  "ti^o  producers  of 

South  Carolina's  most  important  farm  products  are  shown  in  the  following  table: 

Tahlo  I.     Cash  Income  Received  "by  South  Carolina  Earmcrs  for 
Principal  Commodities  Listed,  in  1932  and  in  1939 > 
 With  Amount  and  Percent  of  Change  


Cash  Income  l/ 


Commodity 

1  • 
1  1 

1932 

:  1939  2/  : 

(Thousands  of 

Cotton  and  cottonseed  26,^89 

U6,OU6  : 

Tobacco  ! 

U,U57  . 

19,009  : 

Milk 

•  3.229 

.    6,65s  : 

Hogs 

:  1,655 

•    5,l'-^9  : 

Truck  Crops 

2,317 

.    14,561  : 

Chickens  and  eggs 

2,266 

U,091  : 

Cattle  and  calves 

:  1,31s 

:    3,089  : 

Potatoes 

:  383 

:    2,05U  : 

Peaches  { 

551 

1,USS  : 

Corn  ! 

:         57s  • 

!       927  : 

Amount  0  f 
Increase, 
1939  over 
1932 


Dollars) 

19,^57 
lU,552 

3,U29 
3,)494 

2,2UU 
1,S25 
1,771 
1,171 

937 
3^9 


Percent  of 
Increase, 
1939  over 

193; 


(Percent) 

32! 
106 
211 

97 
81 
13k 

133 
170 

60 


1/  Because  farm  income  statistics  are  being  revised,  all  figures  in  this 

table  are  not  strictly  comparable.    Eor  the  most  part  figures  are  on 

a  calendar  year  basis,  but  there  are  a  few  commodities  which  are  on  a 

crop  year  basis  for  1932.    All  income  figures  in  this  table  exclude  Gov't 
n  I    -a  %  •   '  payments. 
2/    Preliminary.  ^ 

Eor  the  country  its  a  whole  cash  farm  income  in  1939,  including  Government 

payments,  was  82  percent  larger  than  in  1932.    Cash  farm  income  was  $1+ , 6S2 , 000 , 000  in 

1932  and  $8,5^0,000,000  in  1939,  including  $807,000,000  in  Government  payments. 
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Prices  of  Parm  Commodities 

Better  prices  for  South  Carolina's  leading  farm  commodities  have  put  more  cash 
in  the  hands  of  the  farmers  of  the  State.    The  improvGrncnt  in  prices  received  by- 
South  Carolina  farmers  for  their  principal  commodities  is  shown  in  the  following 
table: 


Table  II.    Average  Prices  Received  by  South  Carolina  Farmers 
for  Commodities  Listed,  in  1932  and  in  1939 


Commodity 

Unit 

1332 
(Dollars) 

1939  1/ 
(Dollars 

Milk  (v/holesale) 

cwt . 

2.^5 

2.85 

Hogs 

cwt . 

k.23 

6.60 

Beef  cattle 

cwt . 

)M 

5.30 

Veal  calves 

cwt. 

7.30 

Corn 

bu. 

.61 

.6U  2/ 

Potatoes 

bu. 

.76  - 

Sweetpptatoes 

bu. 

.67 

Peaches 

bu. 

.95 

1.10 

Peanuts 

lb. 

.027 

.0U5 

Tobacco 

lb. 

.113 

.Ike 

Butter 

lb. 

.2k 

.25 

Chi  ckens 

lb. 

.133 

*i65 

Eggs 

doz. 

.162 

.20 

Cottonseed 

ton 

12.39 

21. U2 

Cotton  lint 

lb. 

.072 

.095 

1/  Preliminary. 

2/  Includes  loan  corn  at  average  loan  value. 
Farm  Purchasing  Power 

Both  farm  income  and  prices  paid  by  farmers  declined  sharply  from  1929  to  1932 .» 
but  farm  income  declined  more,    From  1932  to  I939  there  was  an  increase  in  both  farm 
income  and  prices  paid  by  farmers,  but  farm  income  increase:!  ^rore.    Thus  farm  bujring 
power  fell  off  from  I929  to  I932  and  climbed  upward  from  1^''3':  to  1^39. 

For  the  United  States  as  a  whole  farm  buying  power  in  i,539  was  172  percent  as 
much  as  in  I932  and  99  percent  of  the  I929  level.  In  other  words,  farmers  were  able 
to  buy  about  as  much  in  I939  as  in  I929  and  72  percent  more  than  in  1932. 


In  South  Carolina  farm  purchasing  power  in  I939  was  225  percent  as  much  as  in 
1932  and  111  percent  of  the  I929  level.    Thus  South  Carolina  farmers  in  I939  were  in 
a  position  to  buy  125  percent  norc  of  the  things  they  needed  than  in  I932  and  11 
percent  more  than  in  1929* 

The  farmer's  "buying  power  can  also  "be  shown  "by  the  unit  exchange  value  of 
farm  products,  namely,  the  ratio  of  prices  received  "by  farmers  to  prices  paid  by 
farmers  for  commodities  used  in  living  and  production.    While  this  measurement  is 
I   not  available  on  a  State  basis,  South  Carolina  farmers  naturally  benefited  from 
nation-wide  improvement  in  the  exchange  value  of  farm  products. 

For  all  farm  commodities,  the  unit  exchange  value  wp.s  26  percent  higher  in 
*^  1939  than  in  1932.     The  following  table,  comjjaring  1939  and  1932»  shows  the  unit  ex- 
change value  of  all  farm  products,  as  well  as  specified  groups  of  farm  commodities 
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that  are  important  in  South  Carolina. 

Table  III.    Unit  Exchange  Value*  of  all  Farm  Products  pjid  of 

Specified  Croups  of  Commodities  Important  in  South  Carolina. 


;  Percent  of  Base  Period 

;  Percent 

!  1910- 

-191H 

:  Change 

1932 

1939 

;1939  o"^Gr 

:  1932 

All  farm  products 

:  61 

77 

+26 

Meat  animals 

:  59 

91 

+5U 

Grains  I 

:  Hi 

60 

;  +U6 

Cotton  and  cottonseed  1 

60 

+36 

Dairy  products  1 

:  7S 

g6 

+10 

Chickens  and  eggs 

!  77 

78  : 

+  1 

*  Ratio  of  prices  received  to  prices  paid  by  farmers  for  commodities  used 
in  living  and  production,  I9IO-IU  base. 

j^arm  Real  Estate  Values 

Gains  in  farm  income,  prices  and  buying  power  have  been  reflected  in  rising 

real  estate  values  on  South  Carolina  farms.     In  the  year  ending  March  I933  the  value 

of  farm  real  estate  was  only  57  percent  of  the  period  before  the  World  War.  From 
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this  low  point  the  estimated  value  per  acre  in  South  Carolina  rose  to  ^9  percent  of 
pre-war  for  the  year  ending  March  19^0.    Thus   S^uth  Carolina  farmers  found  their  real 
estate  worth  about       percent  more  early  in  19^0  than  in  the  first  part  of  1933 • 
I  Tor  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  in  the  year  ending  March  I9U0  farm  real 

estate  values  rose  to  85  percent  of  the  level  hefore  the  World  War,  compared  with 
only  73  percent  of  pre-war  in  the  year  ending  Mexch  1933*     The  16  percent  gain  from 
1933  to  I9U0  followed  more  than  a  decade  of  unbroken  decline  in  the  value  of  farm 
real  estate. 

Farm  Foreclosures,  Sales  and  Bankruptcies 

Along  with  a  rise  in  farm  real  estate  values  since  1932,  there  were  more 
voluntary  sales  of  farms  in  South  Carolina  Djn.d  fewer  forced  sales  and  bankruptcies. 

Voluntary  sales  and  trades  of  South  Carolina  farms  were  23.5  per  tho^isDiid  for 
the  year  ending  March  1939 »  compared  with  13*7  P^r  thousand  for  the  year  ending 
March  1933* 

On  the  other  hand,  the  number  of  forced  farm  sales  in  the  Strte  declined 
from  6q,2  for  the  jear.  ending  March  1933  ^0  o^-ly  13 per  thousand  for  the  year 
ending  March  1939' 

Farm  bankruptcies  in  South  Carolina  dropped  from  a  total  of  3I  in  the  year 
ending  June  30»  1933  "to  3  ^'or  the  fiscal  year  ending  J-one  30»  1939* 

In  the  United  States  as  a  ?;^hole,  voluntary  sales  and  trades  of  farms  rose 
from  16. S  per  thousand  in  the  year  1933  "to  2g.2  per  thousand  in  the  year  ending 
March  1939f  and  forced  sale  of  farms  declined  from  5^.1  per  thouseaid  to  lb. 2  per 
thousand  in  the  same  period;  farm  bankruptcies  in  the  entire  coun.try  decreased 
76  percent  from  I933  to  1939. 

All  phases  of  Farm  Program  Contribute  to  Income  Improvem.ent 

Farmers  of  South  Carolina  received  $6,027,000  in  conservation  payments  under 
the  1937  program,  $12,033,^72  under  the  193g  program,  and  an  estimated  $9,792,920 
"under  the  1939  program  including  county  association  exiDenses. 


In  addition,  under  the  Price  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  farmers  of  the  State  re- 
ceived an  estimated  $5,839,122  in  parity  payments  on  their  1939  production.     In  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1939  South  Carolina  cotton  producers  received  $7,573,838 
under  the  Cotton  Price  Adjustment  Act  of  1937* 

For  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  payments  under  the  1939  conservation  T^rogram 
totaled  $506,179»199  including  county  association  expenses. 
Federal  Credit  Aids  Agriculture 

Farmers  in  South  Carolina  ohtained  $61,317j056  i^i  loans  from  institutions 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  from  May  1,  1933,  through 
December  31>  1939»        addition,  credit  was  advanced  to  a  number  of  farmer  cooperatives 
and  privately  organized  agricultural  financing  institutions. 

The  Federal  Land  Bank  of  Columbia  making  long-term  first  mortgage  loans  had 

$13,^09,786  outstanding  in  South  Carolina  on  December  3I,  1939 i  including  loans  made 

Drier  to  the  organization  of  the  Fa;rm  Credit  Administration.     In  addition,  $10,217,- 
695 

/of  first  and  second  mortgage  Land  Bank  Commissioner  loans  were  outstanding  on  that 
date . 

From  1933  to  1935  almost  82  percent  of  Federal  Land  Bank  and  Commissioner 
loans  made  in  South  Carolina  were  used  to  pay  off  old  debts.    Although  the  largest 
percentage  of  loans  continues  to  be  made  for  refinancing,  since  October  1,  1935*  some 
2,3^9  South  Carolina  farmers  and  farm  tenants  have  purchased  farms,  using  $3,301,^+00 
obtained  from  the  Federal  Lajid  Bank  of  Columbia  and  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Cor- 
poration, which  provides  funds  for  L?nd  Bajik  Commissioner  loans,  to  finance  the 
purchases.    This  includes  the  resale  on  credit  terms  of  farms  which  had  been  acquired 
"by  these  agencies. 

The  23  production  credit  associations  operating  in  the  State  have  made  75»S97 
loans  aggregating  $24,879*962  since  their  orgajiization  in  1933 •    These  associations 
make  loans  for  all  types  of  short-term  farm  operations.     Loans  outstanding  on  Decem- 
lier  31,  totaled  $596,566. 


I 

I 


-  8'  - 

In  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  during  the  same  period,  individual  farmers 
and  their  cooperative  or§^i2ations  o'btained  $5,951* 000, 000  in  loans  and  discounts 
from  institutions  under  supervision  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration.    Land  bank 
loans  outstanding  on  December  31 »  193S»  totaled  $1,905,000,000;  Land  Bank  Commis- 
sioner loans,  $691,000., 000;  production  credit  associations  numbering  52S,  in  six 
years  made  1,312,000  loans  aggregating  $1,UU2,000,000;  in  the  same  period  the  12  dis- 
trict banks  for  cooperatives  and  the  Central  Bank  made  6,8dS  loans  aggregating 
$1191,0^47,000. 
Debt  Adjustment 

In  South  Carolina,  1,^35  farm.ers,  through  the  Farm  Debt  Adjustment  Service  of 
the  Farm  Security  Administration,  reduced  their  debts  through  agreement  with  their 
creditors  by  $462,027  in  the  period  September  1,  I935  to  Decem.ber  3I,  1939,  a  debt 
reduction  of  27*3  percent.    As  a  result  South  Carolina  farmers  have  been  able  to  pay 
$35,129  in  back  taxes. 

In  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  111,131  farmers  redxiced  their  debts  by  ad- 
justments totaling  $gU,942,792  or  23.7  percent,  and  as  a  result  have  been  able  to 
pay  more  than  $U,S6o,000  in  back  taxes. 
Commodity  Loans  protect  Income 

Corn  and  wheat  loans  serve  to  protect  and  stabilize  farm  income,  help  to 

stabilize  market  supplies  and  prices,  and  protect  both  cons^-uners  and  producers 

against  the  calamity  of  crop  failure. 

In  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  70*000  wheat  producers  obtained  loans  on 
on  85,700,000  bushels  of  wheat,  and  about  235,000  producers  stored  l67,000,C00 
their  1938  crop,  totaling  about  $^5 , 000 ,000 /bushels  of  their  1939  crop  under  loans 

totaling  about  $115,000,000. 


Tlxports  Aided 

Two  major  export  programs  for  wheat  ojid  cotton  have  assisted  United  States 
producers    to  retain  their  fair  share  of  the  world  market.     In  the  fiscal  year  which 
ended  June  30,  1939         first  year  of  the  wheat  export  program,  IIS  million  "bushels 
of  wheat  were  sold  for  export.     Of  this  amount,  export  of  9U  million  bushels  was 
assisted  directly  "by  the  export  program.    From  July  1  through  December  31,  1939  sales 
for  export  of  approximately  2k^  million  bushels  of  wheat  and  wheat  in  the  form  of 
flour  were  assisted  by  the  continuing  export  programs. 

How  the  wheat  program  has  operated  to  improve  the  domestic  wheat  prices  in 
the  last  year  and  a  half  is  shown  in  the  following:     In  August  1938  the  average  U.S. 
farm  price  was  3^  cents  under  the  Liverpool  price.     In  August  1939,  the  U.  S.  price 
was  about  3  cents  above  Liverpool.    Since  Liverpool  is  normally  about  30  cents  over 
the  domestic  farm  price,  this  meant  the  U.  S.  farmer  was  receiving  about  33  cents  a 
tushel  more  for  his  wheat  than  if  his  price  had  been  based  on  the  world  price. 
Domestic  Consum-ption  Increased 

Expanded  domestic  distribution  and  consumption  of  surplus  farm  products  was 
trought  about  through  two  types  of  programs;  direct  purchase  of  commodities  for  dis- 
tribution to  needy  families  through  State  welfare  agencies,  and  the  Food  Order  Stamp 
Plan  which  puts  increased  food  biiying  power  directly  into  the  hands  of  low-income 
families. 

In  South  Carolina  in  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1939,  2^,665,000  pounds 
of  surplus  foodstuffs  were  distributed  by  the  Federal  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation, 
compared  with  a  total  of  1,970,079,155  po-onds  distributed  throughout  the  United  States 
in  the  same  period. 

Commodities  purchased  in  South  Carolina  included  6,300  barrels  of  corn  meal, 
bales  of  cotton,  ^9,000    yards  of  cotton  fabric,  and  60O  barrels  of  white  flour. 

Up  to  July  1,  19U0  the  Food  Order  Stamp  Plan  was  in  operation  in  Columbia  and 
the  rest  of  Richland  County,  and  Greenville  and  the  rest  of  G-reenville  County,  and 
Spartanburg,  while  others  are  to  be  added  to  the  list. 


PART  TWO:     C0NSEH7ATI0H  JJiD  I7ISE  USS  OF  AC-HI  CULTURAL  ESSSURCSS 
Income  improvement  and  conservation  of  natural  resources  have  gone  hand  in 
hand  in  South  Carolina  since  1933 • 

Under  the  first  igricultural  Conservation  Fiogram  in  I936  ahout  115,bOO  South 
Carolina  farmers  participated.     Of  the  total  cropland,  ahout  75  percent,   or  U,OoU,037 
acres,  was  covered  oy  applications  for  payments.    A  total  of  562,831  acres  was  v  ' 
diverted  from  soil-depleting  crops.     Soil-lDuilding  practices  were  put  into  effect  on 
about  7^^ J 000  acres  as  follows:    ITew  seedings  of  legumes  and  legume  mixtures,  peren- 
nial grasses  for  pasture,  and  green  manure  crops  —  710,053  acres;  fertilizer  and  : 
lime    applications  —  ^-+,0^3  acres;  terracing  —  30,S'47  acres;  and  forest  tree  plant- 
ings—  1,030  acres. 

South  Carolina  farmers  have  continued  to  participate  actively  in  the  AAA  -pro- 
grams.   There  were  93,000  payees  in  the  1937  program  and  167,089  in  the  193S  program. 
Applications  for  payments  covered  3»531jOOO  acres,  or  6b  percent  of  the  cropland  in 
the  State,  under  the  I937  program  and  5,231,000  acres,  or  92  percent  of  the  cropland, 
under  the  193^  program. 

Soil-huilding  practices  were  put  into  effect  in  the  State  as  follows  under 
the  AAA  programs  for  1937  193^1 


Unit 

1937 

193s 

New  seedings 

acres 

100,732 

217,379 

Green  manure  and  cover  crops 

acres 

524, oUs 

1,610,007 

Ivfulching 

tons 

712 

Forest  tree  practices 

acres 

i,gUi 

6,Uo7 

Fertilizer  and  lime  applications 

tons 

1.31s 

6,796 

Sstal)lis-hing  pastures 

acres 

7,012 

3,99^ 

Strip  cropping 

acres 

760 

Ridging  or  listing  of  cropland  or 

pasture  acres 

1,832 

Terracing 

lin.  ft. 

17,330,300 

13,657,200 

i 


i 
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'  In  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  under  the  193g  Agricultural  Conservation 

j 

i  prograjn,  new  seedings  covered  30,075,000  acres  and  green  manure  and  cover  crops 

I    25,2^^,000  acres.     Fertilizer  and  lime  applications  totaled  5,5^7,000  tons.  Forest 
covered  197,000  acres  and  pasture  practices 
tree  practices/  about  2,205,000  acres,    protected  summer  fallow,  strip  cropTDing,  con- 
tour farming,  and  listi  ng  were  carried  cut  on  15, 990 » 000  acres.     Terracing  was 
carried  out  to  the  extent  of  392,03o,000  linear  feet. 
Soil  Conservation  Service  Activities 

In  addition  to  the  Agricultural  Conservation  Program,  many  South  Carolina 
farmers  have  signed  five-year  agreements  with  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  for 
complete  programs  of  erosion  control  and  good  land  management.    As  of  Decemher  31, 
1939,  5,572  farms  including  8^5,55^  acres  were  operating  under  such  agreements.  This 
fi^e  includes  land  in  Soil  Conservation  projects,  CCC  camp  soil  conservation  work 
areas,  and  farms  planned  cooperatively  "by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  and  State 
Extension  Service.     Soil  Conservation  Districts,  organized  under  State  law,  include 
88,236  farms  and  9,265,360  acres. 

Approximately  lUS,207  acres  unsuited  to  continued  cropping  have  "been  purchased 
and  developed  for  uses  for  which  this  land  is  better  suited,  principally  forestry 
and  grazing  under  the  Land  Utilization  Program. 

In  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  a  total  of  US, 267, 000  acres  of  farm  land  in 
82,000  farms  were  covered  by  ^-yeax  contracts  with  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  up 
to  June  30,  1939*     Soil  Conservation  Service  demonstration  areas  no?/  include  68,8^7,-- 
000  acres.     Soil  Conservation  Districts,  n-jjnbering  217,  covered  a  combined  area  of 
120,000,000  acres  of  the  Nation's  1,900,000,000  acres  of  land  by  January  1,  19U0, 
with  another  100  districts  in  process  of  organization.    Within  the  217  organized 
districts  were  1,000,000  farms. 


Approximately  8,600,000  acres  of  land  unsuited  to  continued  cropping  have 
been  purchased  and  developed  for  uses  for  which  this  land  is  better  suited,  prin- 
cipally forestry  and  grazing. 
Forest  Conservation  and  Re f o r e ^  oat 1 on 

Approximately  57  percer^c  of  the  191,000  farms  in  South  Carolina  contain  wood- 
land, and  farm  woodlands  in  the  aggregate  amount  to  5,700,000  acres,  or  ahout  U6 
percent  of  the  State's  farm  area. 

Forest  conservation  and  reforestation  on  "both  public  and  private  lands  in 
South  Carolina  have  been  advancing  rapidly  from  I932  to  l^ko*    Under  the  Clarke- 
McNary  law,  which  provides  fo?7  i'ederal-State  cooperation  in  the  production  and  dis- 
tribution of  trees,  3»075i350  trees  were  distributed  for  planting  on  farm  lands 
during  1939*    Extensive  plantings  of  forest  trees  also  are  made  on  farm  lands  under 
agreement  with  the  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

The  U.  S.  Forest  Service  administers  5^0,120  acres  in  the  Francis  Marion  and 

Sumter  National  Forests  in  South  Carolina.    Under  the  provisions  of  the  Weeks  Law 

acres 

more  than  Uo,000  low-producing/havo  been  purchased  or  approved  for  purchase  by  the 
National  Forest  Reservation  Commission  in  6  years.  Through  protection  and  careful 
management  they  are  rapidly  being  restored  to  productivity. 

During  the  fiscal  year  1939  more  than  50,000  people  visited  the  Francis 
Marion  and  Sumter  National  Forests  for  recreation  purposes,  many  of  them  using  the 
6  developed  campgrounds.    U,76U,000  board  feet  of  timber  valued  at  $2S,925  were  cut 
on  these  National  Forests  in  the  past  fiscal  yeajr. 

During  1939»  ^^3  acres  were  reforested  by  planting,  bringing  the  total 
National  Forest  land  successfully  planted  in  South  Carolina  to  1,^31  acres. 
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In  the  united  States  as  a  whole,  the  national  forest  system  now  includes  alDOut 
175  million  acres  in  Uo  States.    More  than  12  million  acres  have  been  ptirchased  or 
approved  for  purchase  for  national  forests  since  March  1933,  ahout  2f  times  as  much 
land  as  was  purchased  for  national  forests  in  the  preceding  22  years.  Approximately 
125  million  trees  produced  largely  in  forest  Service  nurseries  were  planted  during 
1939  on  131,000  acres  of  national  forest  land. 

In  the  Prairie  States  Forestry  Shelterbelt  Project  of  the  Forest  Service  125 
million  trees  have  "been  used  in  11,000  miles  of  plantings  and  provide  protection  for 
about  3  million  acres  of  land,  in  the  &reat  Plains,  where  protection  is  especially 
I  needed. 

About  3lU,000  trees  were  plaJited  on  farm  lands  in  I93S  in  the  farm  forestry 
program  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  and  55  million  trees  were  distributed  for 
farm  planting  under  Forest  Service-State  cooperation  throi^h  the  Clarke-l^fcHary  law. 

Under  the  MJ.  program  in  I93S  about  55,^^5  acres  of  farm  land  were  planted 
to  forest  trees. 
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THESE:    C-EEAlCEE  SECURITY  AM)  BETTER  LIVING  OH  THE  LAMD 
Aside  from  tiie  program  designed  to  provide  greater  equality  of  income  for 
agriculture  as  a  whole,  and  nation-wide  conservation  practices,  special  attention 
has  "been  given  to  more  needy  farm  families  requiring  additional  aid  to  "become  self- 
supporting.     Special  programs  have  "been  directed  to  low-income  farmers  suffering 
from  such  additional  hajidicaps  as  drought,  poor  f?j?ming  practices,  worn-out  or 
inadequate  land,  unsound  tenure  conditions,  or  overwhelming  de"bt. 

From  1935  "to  19^0  in  South  Carolina,  the  Earm  Security  Administration  aided 
15,S10  farm  families  with  rural  reha'bilitation  loans  aggregating  $8,583,000  to  enahl- 
them  to  get  a  new  start  and  egain  "become  self-supporting. 

By  following  complete  fsxm  and  home  management  plans  in  1939>  11»293  rehab- 
ilitation "borrowers  in  South  Carolina  had  an  average  net  income  of  $U08,85  pei^^family 
as  compared  with  $lU8,20  in  the  year  "before  they  came  to  PSA  for  help,  an  increase 
of  176  percent,  and  increased  their  average  net  worth  over  .and  a'bove  all  de"bts  from 
$^0.95  to  $556.^1,  a  gain  of  26  percent  in  the  same  period.     Thus  these  fainilies 
had  added  $1, 303*^90  to  the  wealth  of  their  communities  and  increased  their  om 
annual  incomes  "by  a  total  of  $2,943,5^7.     The  typical  rehaoili tation  family  in  South 

Cerolina  has  "borrowed  $713*^5  and  already  has  repaid  $25^.59.  South  Carolina  reha"b- 
ilits.tion 

"borrowers.  :j.n  1939  produced '$3^ 5^9^ OUO  worth  of  goods  for  home  consumption,  compared 
with  $1,198,526  worth  "before  entering  the  Earm  Security  Administration  program.  In 
1939  these  families  canned  an  average  of  177  quarts  of  fruits  and  vegeta"bles  per 
family,  for  home  consumption;  produced  an  average  of  371  gaJlons  of  milk  per  family 
and  an  average  of  12  tons  of  forage  per  family.    Reha.tili taction  "borrowers  in  South 
Carolina,  are  now  opera-ting  an  average  of  h~[  acres,  an  increase  of  13»3  acres  since 
they  came  to  the  program.    This  increased  acreage,  while  not  adding  m.aterially 
to  the  production  of  commercirJ.  crops,  ha.s  madntained  a  "better  diet  for  these  fajnilic 
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At  the  close  of  1939,  7,762  South  Carolina  frrdlies  had  received  grants  for 
^.ergency  relief  aggregating  $S19,715. 

Under  the  3?rJdiead-Jones  Act  leans  for  farn  p\'.rchases  ~ere  made  to  363 
^najit  fanilies  in  South  Carolina  as  of  Lecemher  31,  I939,  aggregating  il,U6o,755. 

In  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  from  IQ35  to  19^0,  the  Farm  Security  Admin- 
stration  aided  approximately  SCO, COO  farm  families  vjith  rehabilitation  loans.  By 
ollowing  complete  farm  and  hone  management  plans,  3^0,000  of  these  "borrowers  covered 
7  a  survey  in  1539  had  increased  their  net  worth  over  ,and  aDove  all  de'bts  "by  26  per- 
ent,  and  their  production  of  food  for  home  consumption  "by  6k  percent.     The  average 
orrower  reported  increasing  his  net  worth  by  mere  than  $230. U2  since  coming  into 
he  program. 

The  Farm  Security  Administration  has  made  rehabilitation  loans  totalling  more 
'±3X1  $370*000  since  1935*    Altho^agh  these  loans  are  usually  made  for  a  period  of 
five  years,  and  much  of  the  money  is  not  yet  due,  these  farmers  who  could  not  get 
adequate  credit  from  any  other  scarce  already  have  repaid  more  than  $130,000,000 
into  the  U.  S.  Treasury.    Ultimately  it  is  expected  that  at  least  SO  percent  of  these 
loans  will  he  collected. 

Under  the  Eankhead- Jones  Act,  loans  for  farm  p^urchases  were  made  to  6,67s 
tenant  families  by  December  31,  1939- 
■toral  Electrification 

By  J-une  30,  1939j  "fci^-e  Eural  Electrification  Administration  had  made  allotments 
in  South  Carolina  aggregating  $3,127,32S  for  the  constr-action  of  3/-^19  miles  of  line 
to  serve  13,U2U  farm  families. 

By  J-ane  30,  1939,  22,562,  or  13.7  percent  of  the  farms  in  the  State,  had  cen- 
tral station  service,  corn-pared  with  3,796j  or  2.3  percent  having  central  station 
service  before  the  REA  began  operations  in  1935*    This  is  a  net  increase  of  IS, 766 
farms  or  percent. 


There  were  g  BEA-f inane ed  rural  electric  systems  in  the  State  by  September  1, 


1939. 


In  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  to  the  close  of  1939,  "the  Ru.ral  Electrifica- 
tion Administration  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  has  made  total  allotments  of 
$273,000,000  for  the  constniction  of  2oC,0C0  miles  of  line  to  serve  6C0,000  farm 


greater  majority  of  ^;vhich  are  cooperp.tively  msjiaged.    The  number  of  electrified  farms 
in  the  United  States  has  more  than  douoled  from  1935  "to  the  present  time.  Approxi- 
.lately  25  percent  of  A.nierican  farms  were  electrified  by  January  1,  I9U0,  compared 
•7ith  10.9  percent  on  January  1,  1935* 


Dimo-ti'acy  has  been  botn  the  end  ajid  the  means  of  i^Tational  Farm  Programs  from 
L933  ^0  the  present.     Through  local  committees,  farmers  have  the  responsibility?-  for 
local  administration. 

About  6  million  of  the  nation's  6,800,000  f-axmers  are  pai^ticipating  in  the 
Agricultural  Conservation  Fro£T.am  today.    Pai^ticipation  in  South  Carolina  and  in 
the  United  States  since  the  AAA  began  in  193'    ^^-^  follows: 


families. 


Already  UOO,C 


00  farms  ha-7e  been  connected  to  H2A-sponsored  lines,  the 


PAST  FOUR;     STH^NOTESUIiTG  DSMOCEACY  THROUGH  THE  F^JIM  PROGHAMS 


South  Carolina 

i\F^:jnber  of  contracts 
accepted  by  AAA 


United  States 


1,625,912 
3,105,110 

3,399,779 
231,652 


1/  Winter  wheat  and  rye  contracts  made  before  January  6, 


1936. 


South  Ca^'olina 


United  States 


number  of  Payees  zander 
the  Agricult-'arad  Con- 
servation Program 


1936 
1937 
I93g 
1939 


115,607 
93,000 
167,089 
166  ,,000 


1936 
1937 
1932 
1939 


^,g8o,Uii7 
3,7^3,9oU 
5,2U8,796 
5,76^,200 


I 


r 
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The  results  of  referendum  votes  among  South  Carolina  farmers  show  the  demand 
for  full  application       of  the  AAA  programs.     Important  referenda  in  which  South 
Carolina  farmers  participated  were  as  follows: 


Nature  of  Referendum 

Date 

:  Votes  of  Partici-  , 
:    pating  Farmers 

Percent 
For 

;  For 

:  Jigainst  ' 

Corn-hogs 

Oct.  I93U 

:         513  : 

35  i 

'  S6 

Cotton  (Bankhe?.,d  Act) 

Dec.  I93U: 

'    gl,Ug5  : 

.      5,7^3  : 

93 

Tobacco:  Flue-cured 

July  1935 

:  lg,106 

392  : 

92 

Corn-hogs 

Oct,  1935: 

1,5^3  : 

22  : 

95 

Cotton 

Mar.  1932: 

:  109,666  : 

3,S9^  : 

97 

Tohacco:  Flue-cured 

Mar.  193S: 

'    0,191  : 

'  2,905: 

90 

Cotton 

Dec.  I93S: 

72,076  : 

9.S33  : 

Tobacc  0 :  Flue-cured 

Dec.  1933. 

•    15,759  : 

:    10:- 525  : 

:  60 

II             II  II 

Oct.  1939. 

.    21,3hi  : 

-      2, ^^^59  : 

•  90 

Cotton 

Dec.  1933: 

:     6U,2C2  : 

2.^-90  : 

•  96 

In  South  Carolina  in  19^0,  there  were  230  members  a:.id  pjterna.tes  of  county 
AAA.  committees  ajid  1,990  members  ajid  alternates  of  commanity  AAA  committees  which 
administer  the  Agric-^altural  Conservation  program  locally.     There  were  also 
county  committees  of  the  Fai'm  Security  Administration  in  the  State  ajid  U6  co-jnty 
tenant  purchase  committees.     Cooperating  v/ith  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  were 
51  local  National  Farm  Loan  Associations  and  23  Production  Credit  Associations. 

Soil  Conservation  Districts,  organized  under  State  law,  include  88,236 
farms  and  cover  9*265,360  acres  in  South  Carolina. 

Soil  Conservation  Districts  are  orgaJiized  and  developed  under  State  laws  by 
farmers,  who  have  an  opportunity  to  express  their  preferences  both  as  to  planning 
and  operations  within  the  District.    By  means  of  these  Districts  farriers  can  coor- 
dinate their  efforts  to  control  erosion  thoroughly  along  watershed  lines  with  tech- 
nical assistance  often  being  furnished  by  local,  State  and  Federal  agencies. 
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Lanii  Use  Planning  by  Earners 

Land  Use  Planning  Connittees  study  all  agricultural  pro"ble.-ns,  and  horr  Federal 
State,  and  local  agricultural,  sorvices  can  "best  ^3  applied.    Representa.tive  fnjrn 
people  and  agricultural  officials  are  members  of  both  countj'-  and  com^iunity  planning 
committees.     In  this  way  farmers  have  a  voice  in  planning  what  all  public  agricul- 
tural agencies  will  do  in  their  communities. 

In  South  Carolina,     9  county  Land  Use  Planning  Committees,  with  135  farmer 
members,  have  been  formed  and  others  were  e3q:)ec ted  to  be  organized  in  19Uc, 

In  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  approximately  135,000  farmers  served  on 
AAA  committees;  there  were  2,507  Debt  Adjustment  Committees;  1,289  Tenant  Purchase 
Committees;  and  approximately  1,500  committees  for  rehabili taction  loans;  about 
3,700  active  National  Pajrm  Loan  Associations,  and  52S  production  Credit  Associations 
approximately  370  Soil  Conservation  Districts  were  either  organized  or  in  the  procesi 
of  organization. 

There  were  approximately  19,000  farmers  by  the  end  of  1939  participating  as 
members  of  county  Land  Use  Planning  Committees,  and  65,000  as  members  of  community 
Land  Use  Planning  Committees. 


